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His views on the necessity for Russia to secure the command of the
sea . . .—Times.
b.	Though the gerund with of is the usual construction after
nouns, they sometimes prefer the gerund with other preposi-
tions also to the infinitive. The gerund with in should be used,
for instance, in the following. But euphony operates again in
the first.
. . . the extraordinary remissness of the English commanders to utilize
their preponderating strength against the Boers.—Times.
Lord Kenyon reminded the House of the resistance met with to
vaccination, to [of?] the possible effect of the proposal to increase that
resistance. . . .—Times.
I think sculpture and painting have an effect to teach us manners and
abolish hurry.—emerson.
Such a capitulation would be inconsistent with the position of any
Great Power, independently of the humtiiation there would be for
England and France to submit their agreement for approval and perhaps
modification to Germany.—Times.
The humiliation there would be in submitting; or the humilia-
tion it would be to submit.
c.	After verbs and adjectives the infinitive is much more
common; but no one will use a gerund where an infinitive is
required, while many will do the reverse.
But history accords with the Japanese practice to show [in showing]
that . . .—Times.
We must necessarily appeal to the intuition, and aim much more to
suggest than to describe [at suggesting than at describing].—emerson.
But they can only highly serve us, when they aim not to drill, but to
create [at drilling, but at creating].—emerson.
So far from aiming to be mistress of Europe, she was rapidly sinking
into the almost helpless prey of France.—j. R. green.
This is to avoid aiming at being; compare the avoidance of
double of above.
Lose no timet I pray you, to advise.—richardson.
In advising may have been avoided as ambiguous.
Egotism has its root in the cardinal necessity by which each individual
persists to be [in being] what he is.—emerson.

